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August 2, 1988

Stephen A. Lingle, Director

Hazardous Site Evaluation Division

(ATIN: NPL Staff)

Office of Emergency and Remedial Response
(WH-5483)

US Environmental Protection Agency

401 M Street SW

Washington, D.C. 20460

Subject: Pasco Sanitary Landfill's Inclusion
on the National Priorities List (NPL)
for Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Sites

Dear Mr. Lingle:

We have received the support information and HRS documentation for
this site per Mr. David Bennett, EPA Region X. Our review shows the
Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Site Ranking System (HRS) HW-10 and the
background information used by EPA do not accurately reflect the popu-
lation served by groundwater water near this site. Actual contact of
residents within a 3 mile radius of the site shows the population
served is only 724 as opposed to the HRS estimate of 15,868. This
limited usage reduces the Pasco Sanitary Landfill score to 26.31 as
opposed to the HRS package score of 44.46. The revised score is low
enough that this site should not be included on the NPL because the
score is less than the 28.5 cutoff. A more detailed presentation of
our background information influencing the HRS score is provided in
this writing.

Population Served - Drinking Water

The EPA generated HRS scoring package is provided as Attachment 1.
Sheet 4A of attachment 1 lists drinking water wells within a 3 mile
radius of the site. This sheet was used as a basis for contacting all
drinking water users indicated as having more than 3.8 persons per
well. We developed a data sheet for recording the information
obtained in these contacts. The drinking water data sheets are pro-
vided as attachment 2. Each sheet shows the number of permanent resi-
dents served by the well. A distinction is made between the actual
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drinking water use and the EPA estimated total. The section number
where the well is located is indicated in the upper left hand corner.
The number in the left hand corner corresponds to the EPA drinking
water list in item 4a of the HRS documents. Signatures were obtained
to verify the information as deemed necessary. The actual population
served (260) vs. the HRS estimated population (1048) served is pro-
vided in Table 1.

Table 1

Comparison of Actual EPA Estimated Drinking Water Populations

Drinking Water Wells

Population Served

Well No. Name Actual EPA
1 Washington Idaho Laborers 3.8 3.8
2 Paul Savage 3.8 3.8
3 Al Yenney 3.8 3.8
4 Tom Kidwell 3.8 3.8
5 Van Wormer 3.8 3.8
6 Lakeview Mobile Home Park 83.6 800.0
7 Rada & Sons 15.0 16.0
8
9 aAztlan Construction Inc. 5.0 20.0

10 BPA - Franklin 16.0 16.0
11 Bonnie Brae Trailer Court 57.0 65.0
12 De Vries Water System 12.0 12.0
13 Palmarez 3.8 3.8
14 Marquez 3.8 3.8
15 Johnson & Boxbaum 3.8 3.8
16 Bumgarner 3.8 3.8
17 Dall 3.8 3.8
18 Cunningham 3.8 3.8
19 Rasmussen 3.8 3.8
20 Western Farm Services 4.0 24.0
21 Frontier Machinery 22.0 50.0

260.2 1048.6

Population Served - Irrigation Water

Water usage information sheets regarding irrigation well contacts are
all provided as Attachment 3. Similar to the drinking water methodol-
ogy, signatures were obtained to verify the information as needed.
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Each irrigation well was assigned a number, 1-67. These numbers
appear on the stickers on the Ground Water Usage Information sheets.
Each irrigation well was provided with a number because there were a
number of owners who owned more than one parcel of land and more than
one irrigation well, the list was categorized by owner. The actual
number of people using the ground water is listed on the right hand
side of Table 2 in the columns labeled "actual" versus "EPA". On this
irrigation list, there are actually 464 people using ground water in
the 3-mile circle as opposed to the EPA estimated 14,820.

Table 2

Actual Population Served as Drinking Water vs. HRS Estimated

Population Served

Irrigation Wells

Population Served

Name/Well No. Acres Actual EPA

Burlington Northern
1 520
2 130
4 520
5 520
6 300
10 137
11 160
12 400
13 315
14 T 107
15 300
16 200
17 (Sullivan) 20
18 107
19 300
20 300
40 40
43 .480

130
3.8 7,029.0

Columbia East/Tippett
9 268
32 160
42 130
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Cox
(Corn. Mut. Life Ins.)
(Conn. Mut. Life Ins.)
(Worsham)

(Corm. Mut. Life Ins.)
(Conn. Mut. Life Ins.)
(Worsham)

Jack Alderson

(Columbia East)

(Burlington Northern)
(Burlington Northern)
(Burlington Northern)

Middleton
Middleton

26 Lakeview Mobl. Hm. Pk. (Hill)
66 Lakeview Mobl. Hm. Pk.(Hill)

USCE
USCE

Standard 0Oil
E. Blasdel (Minnahan)
E. Blasdel (Con. Mut.)

K. Ashley Trust (Tippett)

WA St. DNR (leased by C.Cox)
City of Pasco (Sea. Hardware)
City of Pasco

City of Pasco

268
495

145
160
157
157

130
155
157

150
500
315

10
100

.75
40
137

135
520
4
15
10

7.6

2.0

10.0

83.6

1,981.5

1,599.0

1,620.0

243

52.5

165
1.125

265.5
202.5
780

43.5
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45
46
47
48
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58

59
60
61
63
65

Close 1
Modd 2
Fanning 7
Liberty Ag (Frontier Mach.) 12.5
Pasco San. Landfl (Dietrich) 38.0
Pasco San. Landfl (Tomlinson) 345.0
Palomarez 26.0
Burden 20
Franklin Co. ID (E/WA ID) 5
Spooner (Hommes Hideaway) 1
Reisenger 2
Reisenger 6.5
Mann 10.0
Johnson 5.5
Lourdes )
Port of Pasco 3.0
Story 73.0
9,879.75

Total Population Served by Groundwater

1.5 1.5
3.0 3.0
10.5 10.5
22.0 18.75
6.0 57.0
-0- 517.5
3.8 39.0
-0- 30.0
-0- 7.5
15.0 1.5
9.0 12.75
-0- 15.0
7.0 8.25
-0- .75
266.0 4.50
~-0- 109.5

463.8 14,819.625

The total number of people actually using the ground water within the
three mile circle is 724 as opposed to the EPA HRS estimate of 15,868,
This total is shown in Table 3.

Well Type Actual Usage
Drinking wells T 64
Irrigation wells 660

Table 3: Actual Population Usage vs. HRS Estimate

Population Served Population Served

724

EPA Estimate

1,048

14,820

15,868

Problems with Background Information and HRS System

Clearly, the background information used and the HRS system did not

accurately, or even grossly, approximate the ground water usage at

this site.

The reason the HRS grossly overestimated the actual number

of people using the ground water are listed below:

o The 1.5 person per irrigated acre does not apply to large, cen-—
ter pivot irrigation circles common to this area. (See pg. 27
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of Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Site Ranking Users Manual,
HW-10)

0 Owners overestimate acreage when applying for water right per-
mits (Ref. 9 in the Bennett EPA letter). The water right permit
acreages were used by EPA to determine the number of irrigated
acres.

o0 Owners overestimate the number of users on their domestic water
supply wells (Ref. 8 in the Bennett EPA letter). Domestic water
permit applications were used by EPA to determine drinking water
users.

o Some owners appeared on both lists, so their numbers were dupli-
cated.

With a population of less than 1000 persons using the groundwater the
HRS score is changed significantly. The target score [5] becomes 29
(fErom HRS Manual pgs. 24-27) because the distance to the nearest well
is still less than <2000 feet, assigned value 4 and the population
served is 100 -1000 assigned value 2 for a matrix score of 20. Then
9+20 = 29. The overall score then becomes:

HRS Score

( [1] x [4]) xI[5])/57,330 x 100

HRS Score

(45 x 20 x 29) x 100 = 26.31
57,330

Visual Presentation of Potentially Impacted Water Users

An evaluation of those water users with any potential for being
impacted near the Pasco Sanitary Landfill is illustrated in the aerial
photo provided in the pocket of this report. The aerial photo is
entitled Pasco Sanitary Landfill and Vicinity. This photo shows the
Pasco Sanitary Landfill at the center of the circle with the point of
release from the old Resource Recovery Industrial Disposal Site A
indicated at the triangular clear area near the western edge of the
landfill. This specific disposal location is the only place within
the landfill boundary where the solvents were detected. The irriga-
tion well numbers correspond to the list of irrigation wells (attach-
ment 3). Drinking water wells are indicated by small squares with
circles and numbers inserted within each of these small squares. These
drinking water designations correspond to the list of drinking water
wells provided in attachment 2. Accurate groundwater contours have
been developed close to the site using on site monitoring wells and
offsite groundwater wells. These contours are presented at two foot
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intervals. Groundwater contours further away from the site are pro-
vided at 10 foot intervals and were determined by Bureau of Reclama-
tion water level measurements. The groundwater contours are indicated
by the solid lines with the elevation inscribed in the lines. For
example, in the northeastern portion of the three-mile radius ground-
water is at an elevation of 390 feet. It drops down 40 feet to about
350 near the point of release and continues to drop in elevation as
the water moves in a southwesterly direction. In order for a well to
be impacted it would have to be at a lower elevation than the ground-
water at the location where the release has occurred. The groundwater
at the point of release is at the approximate elevation of 349 feet.
The photo shows the vast majority (28) of the circles are located
above the 350 foot contour line. All of these circles accounted for
at least 140 persons in the population served estimate when a release
could not possibly impact these wells. Groundwater flow is generally
perpendicular to groundwater contour lines and arrows have been added
to the drawing to indicate the exact direction of flow. Those arrows
which are not dark but are white in the middle indicate the projected
path of any release from the resource recovery industrial disposal
site which is the subject of this report. As indicated by these white
arrows, there is one irrigated circle which would be subject to a
release from this location. The well for this circle is indicated by
irrigation well #9.

As can be seen from the aerial photograph, the direction of ground-
water movement from this facility would soon pass under the Pasco
Water District boundary which is indicated by a dotted line. This
entire area is served by the City of Pasco water system. This water
is obtained from the Columbia River and distributed to each of the
households within the indicated area, therefore, these residents would
not be subject to any potential release from this facility.

As an additional check to be sure that we had identified all of the
drinking water supplies outside of the City of Pasco service area, we
obtained an address list from the Franklin Planning Department which
indicated all of the structures with addresses within the three mile
circle. All structures are labeled on the aerial photo as inhabited
or uninhabited structures and verification from the Franklin County
Planning Department is provided in Attachment 4. We do not believe we
or you have missed any drinking water wells that could be potentially
impacted. '

Correct HRS Soore

We recognize you must have some means of ranking sites but you (EPA
personnel) and your subcontractors have spent more than 3 years and
in excess of $350,000 studying this site. I question why all this
time and money was spent if in the end the results are not used to
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evaluate the site? Why develop all this data and then use a shotgun
model which does not consider essential features such as groundwater
flow. I do not believe the necessary available ar appropriate informa-
tion was used to score this site, and when this information is used
(as demonstrated in this letter) the HRS is reduced to 26.31, a score
less than the 28.5 required to be placed on the NPL list. In light of
this information, I request that this site be dropped from the
National Priorities List. If you have any questions concerning this
information please contact me at the Pasco Sanitary Landfill (509)
547-4802 or Mr. John Zillich with Technico and Enviro Services Co. at
(509) 735-7283.

Respectfully,

Larry D4 ich, Owner
Pasco itary Landfill

Attachments



TARGET SHEET: Oversized Document

This document was not imaged due to the original
being oversized. Oversized documents are located
at the Superfund Records Center. Please contact
the Records Center Help Desk at 206-553-4494 for

assistance.

If this oversized material is part of another document, fill out below information:

This oversized document is a part of Doc ID: 1371148
Oversized Document Title (if any):

PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL AND VICINITY.

Region 10
1200 Sixth Ave.
Seattle, WA 98101




Pasco Sanitary Landfill

Facility name:

Pasco, Washington

Location:
10

EPA Reqgion:
Larry Dietrich

Person(s) in charge of the facility:

Name of Reviewer: Lynn Gui 1ford Date: Sb‘?‘87

General description of the facility:
(For example: \andtill, surface impoundment, pile. container; tygos
tacility; contamination route of major concern; types of information

Resource Recovery Corporation operated a portion of Pasco
Sanitary Landfill as a hazardous waste disposal site
from 1972 to 1974. Currently the disposal areas are all
covered with three feet of soil. This cover gives both
the surface water and direct contact routes scores of

0. The ground water rovte has an observed release and

a large ground water population giving the site an
overall score-of 44.46 '

ol hazardous substances; location of the
needed for rating; agency action, etc.)

Cscores: Sy = 44.46 (sgw; 76.92 S_ = 05, = 0)

Sre= 0
0

Spc =

FIGURE 1 _
HRS COVER SHEET

[




Ground Water Route Work Sheet

Assigned Value Muiti- Max. Ref.
Rati .
ating Factor {Circle One) plier Score Score | (Section)
El 'Observed Release 0 O\L 1 45 45 3.1
It observed release Is given a score of 45, proceed o line E
If observed release Is given a score oi 0, proceed o line @
E] Route Characteristics 3.2
Depth to Aquifer of 01 2 3 2 6
Concern
Net Precipitation 01 23 1 3
Permeability of the 01t 23 1 3
Unsaturated Zone
Physical State 01 2 3 1 3
Total Route Characteristics Score 15
m Containment o1 23 1 3 3.3
El Wasle_Characteristlcs | 3.4
Toxiclty /Persistence 0 3 6 9121518 1 12 18
Hazardous Waste 012345670 8 8
Quantity A=
Total Waste Characteristics Score 20 26
@1mmw 3.5
Ground Water Use 0o ' 2 ® 3 9 9
Distance to Nearest ] 1% 1; 13 2(8) 10 1 40 40
Well/Popuiation
Served 24 30 32 35
‘Total Targets Score 49 49
@ If tine m is 45, multiply m x E x @ 44100
It ine [1] is 0. multiply Ex B x [ (s] 57.330
Divide line [6] by 57.330 and multiply by 100 Sgw=  76.92

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

FIGURE 2




Surface Water Route Work Sheet

Divide fine [6] by 64,350 and multiply by 100

. Assigned Value Muliti- Max. Ref.
R F
ating Factor (Circle One) plier Score | geore | (Section)
[3 Observed Release 0 45 1 45 41
It observed release is given a value of 45, proceed to line E}
It observed release is glven a value of 0, proceed to line [Z]
@ Route Characteristics 4.2
Facility Slope and Intervening @ 1 23 1 3
Terrain
1-yr. 24-hr. Rainfall 23 1 3
Distance to Nearest Surface @ 1 223 2 8
Water
Physical State @123 1 3
Total Route Characteristics Score 0 15
@ containment ®1 23 1 ol 3 43
E Waste Characteristics . 4.4
Toxicity/ Persistence @3 6 9121518 1 0 18
Hazardous Waste (OR] 3458678 1 0 8
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 0 26
@ Targets 4.5
Surface Water Use @ 1 2 3 3 0 9
Distance to a Sensitive 1 2 3 2 0 ]
Environment
Population Served/Distance g} 6 8 10 1 40
to Water Intake 16 18 20
Downstream 24 30 32 35 40
Total Targets Score 0 55
[ wiine [1] is 45, multiply 0 x @« [
iine [1] is 0. multiply @ x G « (4 x B 64,350
Sew= O

FIGURE 7

SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

A




Air Route Work Sheet .

[5] owide line [a] by 35.100 and muttiply by 100

Assigned Value Multi- Max. Ref.
Rating Factor (Clrcte One) plier Score Score | 'Section)
m Observed Release @ 45 1 0 45 5.1
Date and Location:
Sampling Protocol:
If ine [3] is 0, the Sq = 0. Enter on line B
it line [1] is 45, then proceed to line 2]
@ Waste Characteristics 5.2
Reactivity and o123 1 3
Incompatibility
Toxlcity 01 23 3 9
Hazardous Waste 01 23 458678 1 8
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 20
El Targets 53
Population Within } 0 9121518 1 30
4-Mile Radlus 21 24 27 30
Distance to Sengitive 01 23 2 6
Environment *
Land Use 01 223 1 3
Total Targets Score 39
(] mutipty 1) x [ x BB 35,100
S a = 0

FIGURE 9

AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET




s s2
Groundwater Route Score (Sg,) 76.92 5916.69
Surface Water Route Score (Sgw) 0 0
Alr Route Score (Sa) 0 0
s2 +s2 482 ///
gw " Tsw a // 5916.69
2 2 /
/

FIGURE 10

WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING Sy,




Fire and Explosion Work Sheet

Assigned Value Multi- Max. Rel.
Rating Factor (Circie One) plier Score [ score {Section)
El Containment 1 -3 1 3 71
El Waste Characteristics 7.2
Direct Evidence 0 3 1 3
Ignitabillity 01 2 3 1 3
Reactivity 01 2 3 1 3
Incompatibility o1 2 3 1 3
Hazardous Waste 0t 23 456 7 8 1 8
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 20
@ Targets 7.3
Distance to Nearest 01 2 3 45 1 5
Population
‘Distance to Nearest 0t 223 1 3
Building
Distance to Sensitive 0123 1 3
Environment
Land Use 0 1 23 1 3
Population Within 0123 45 1 5
2-Mile Radius
Bulldings Withlin 0123 45 1 5
2-Mile Radius
Total Targets Score 24
[] muttipy 3] x @ x [3 1,440
(5] oivide line [4] by 1.440 and muitiply by 100 SFE = 0

FIGURE 11

FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET



Direct Contact Work Sheet

. Assigned Valuve Muiti- Max. Rel.
Rating Factor - {Circle One) plier Score Score | (Section)
El Observed Incident 0 45 1 45 8.1
ittine [T] ls 45, proceed to line [
It ine [1] -1s O, proceed to line Z}
@ accessivity. 023 1 3 8.2
Contalnment © 15 1 0| 15 8.3
E] Waste Characteristics 0
Toxiclty @1 2 3 5 15 8.4
[Q Targets 8.5
Population Within a @123 45 4 0 20
1-Mile Radius
Distance to a @1 23 4 0 12
Critical Habltat
Total Targets Score 0 - 32
[B) 1t tine [] 13 45. multipty Mm@ xE 0
it line m is 0, multiply @ X m X [Z] x B 21,600
Divide line [6) by 21,600 and multiply by 100 Spc ~ 0

FIGURE 12

DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET



ecology and environment, inc.
101 YESLER WAY, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON, 98104, TEL. 206/624-9537

Intemational Specialists in the Environment

DOCUMENTATION RECORDS
FOR
HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

Instructions: The purpose of these records is to provide a convenient way

to prepare an auditable record of the data and documentation used to apply
the Hazard Ranking System to a given facility/site. As briefly as possible
cummarize the information you used to assign the score for each factor
(e.g., "Waste Quantity = 4320 drums plus 800 cubic yards of sludges"). The
source of the information should be provided for each entry and should be a
biographical-type reference that will make the source used for the data
point easier to find. Include the Tocation of the source and consider
appending a copy of the relevant page(s) for ease in review.

FACILITY NAME: Pasco Sanitary Landfill

LOCATION: Kahlotus Road and Highway 12
Pasco, Washington 99301

REVIEWER: Lynn Guilford
TDD: TDD F10-8701-04
ECOLOGY AND ENVIRONMENT, INC.
DATE: June 1987

recycled paper



GROUND WATER ROUTE

1. OBSERVED RELEASE

la. Contaminants Detected (5 maximum) in Ground Water

Tetrachloroethylene was found in monitoring well EE2.
Trichloroethylene was found in monitoring wells EE2, EE3, and JUB 2.

The \ewls wd  were sggmﬁt«mﬂ\{ over background (IVR-c R)

- Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

These compounds, tetrachloroethylene and trichloroethylene, were not
found in background wells, but were only found in wells downgradient
and adjacent to zone A and the old landfill burn and demolition dis-
posal area. Paint wastes were disposed in Zone A.

HRS Section Score: 45 (Ref. 1p,so)

* k * * % k * kx % *

2. ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

2a. Depth to Aquifer of Concern

- Name and description of aquifer(s) of concern:
waler ‘able Qq,ov(-‘:f‘,u'\towcme&, which ouerlies
Nakima Basalls. &reundwater occvur 3INS ;o 9.7 feet
Ye\ow omd sorface ok srte. See table 4.\ an 'F'qufo
H an Ha of feference 1 . for descriptton © 9 elegic
Uniky Gnd cress—SectiOns,

HRS Section Score: (Ref. )

2b. Net Precipitation

- Mean annual or seasonal precipitation (1ist months for seasonal):
- Mean annual lake evaporation rate (1ist months for seasonal):
- Net precipitation (subtract above figures):

HRS Section Score: (Ref. )




2c. Permgabi]ity of Unsaturated Zone

- Soil type in unsaturated zone:
- Permeability associated with soil type:

HRS Section Score: (Ref.

2d. Physical State

- Physical state of substance at time of disposal (or at present time for

generated gases):

HRS Section Score: (Ref.

* k %k *k * *k %k *x *k %

3. CONTAINMENT
3a. Containment

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

Method with highest score:

HRS Section Score: (Ref.

*x k k k k k kx Kk Kk *k

4. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

4.a Toxicity and Persistence

- Compound(s) evaluated:

Compound | Toxicity | Persistence | Total |
Trichloroethylene 2 2 12
Tetrachloroethylene 2 2 12

- Compound(s) with highest score:

Tetrachloroethylene and Trichloroethylene

HRS Section Score: 12 (Ref.

...A_

2

,\’?’Q




4b. Hazardous Waste Quantity

- Total amount of hazardous substance at the facility, excluding those
with a containment score of zero. (Give a reasonable estimate, even

if the quantity is above maximum.):

The total waste quantity is estimated to be approximately 47,000 drums.

- Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity (must be docu-

mented quantity and not assumed):

Paint Wastes - 26,426 drums
2,4-D Mfg. wastes - 5,080 drums
Carcinogenics - 9 drums
Aromatic Tar -1,159 drums
Cadmium Waste - 11 drums

Pesticides - 425 drums
Metal Finishing/Cleaning
- 10,947 drums
Solvents - 253 drums
Barium with Mercury _
- 2,896 drums 1Bl e

HRS Section Score: 8 (Ref. 1,3,4,5)

* %k % % x k k k k %

5. TARGETS

5a. Ground Water Use

- Use(s) of aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius of the facility:

Ground water is used for drinking water and irrigation within three
miles of the site. Some of the wells used for drinking water are be-
yond the perimeter of the public water supply system.

HRS Section Score: 3 (Ref. 6,7,8

5b. Distance to Nearest Well

9,10,11,12,13)

- Location of nearest well drawing from the "aquifer of concern" or occu-
pied building not served by a public water supply:

SW 1/4, NW 1/4, Section 22, Township 9N, Range 30E.

- Distance from site to above well or building:

The well is on site, approximately 800 feet north of monitoring wells
EE2, EE3, and JUB 2, which are contaminated.

HRS Section Score: 4 (Ref. 11,13 )

-3~

/\/\



5c. Population Served by Ground Water within a 3-Mile Radius

- ldentify water supply well(s) drawing from the "aquifer of concern”
within a 3-mile radius and populations served by each:

See. sheek HA
TAa\ 1048

awing from the

- Compute land area jrrigated by supply well(s) dr
(1.5 people per acre):

“aquifer of concern" and convert to population
See Sheels 4B.C,D

- Total population served by ground water:

joyg+ Mex0=15368

HRS Section Score: 40 (Ref. 7,8,9,

10,11,12,13,14)
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SURFACE WATER ROUTE

1. OBSERVED RELEASE

la. Contaminants Detected in the Surface Water at the Facility or Down
Gradient from It (5 maximum)

No observed release.

- Rationale for attributing contaminants to the facility:

HRS Section Score: (Ref. )

* % k k k *k *x *k % %

2. ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

2a. Facility Slope and Intervening Terrain

- Average slope of facility/site in percent:

The site is relatively flat (less than 1%).

Name description of nearest down-slope surface water:

The only down slope water within two miles is a man-made dairy pond.

Average slope of terrain between facility and above-cited surface water
body in percent:

The average slope is less than 1%.

Is the facility located either totally or partially in surface water?
Yes / No (circle one)

- Is the facility completely surrounded by areas of higher elevation?
Yes / No (circle one)

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref. 1,12,13)

2b. 1-Year 24-Hour Rainfall in Inches

Less than 0.75

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref. 2 )

/)/IWA



2c. Distance to Nearest Down-slope Surface Water

The man-made dairy pond is approximately 1,500 feet southwest of the
site. No natural water is located within two miles of the site.

HRS Section Score: 0O (Ref. 1,12,13,
15,16)

2d. Physical State of Substance at Time of Disposal

No known waste is available to surface water migration.

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref. 1 )

* k k k k k k * k %

3. CONTAINMENT
3a. Containment

- Method(s) of waste or leachate containment:

A1l known hazardous wastes have been covered,

- Method with highest score:

A1l known hazardous wastes are covered with three feet of soil, four
mil polyethylene sheeting, and capped with an additional two feet of
soil.

" HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref. 1 )

* k k kX %k * * %

4. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

4a. Toxicity and Persistence

- .Compound(s) evaluated:

Compound . | Toxicity | Persistence | Total |

ﬂ:

\?




AIR ROUTE

1. OBSERVED RELEASE

la. Contaminants Detected in Ambient Air

None observed.

- Date and location of detection of contaminants:

- Method used to detect contaminants:

- Rationale for attributing contaminants to the site:

HRS Section Score:

*x * *k k k Kk k k*k Kk *

2. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

2a. Reactivity and Incompatibility

- Most reactive compound:
- Most incompatible pair of compounds:

HRS Section Score:

2b. Toxicity

- Most toxic compound:

Compound | Toxicity |

HRS Section Score:

2c. Hazardous Waste Quantity

- Total quantity of hazardous waste at the facility/site:

0

(Ref. 1,15

(Ref.

(Ref.

)
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- Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

HRS Section Score: (Ref. )

* k k k x k Kk k Kk %k

3. TARGETS

3a. Population Within 4-mile Radius

- Enter data under respective radius and indicate how determined:

| 0 to 4miles | 0 to1mile | O to1/2 mile | O to 1/4 mile |

HRS Section Score: (Ref. )

3b. Distance to Sensitive Environment

- Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetlands, if 2 miles or less:
- Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:

- Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species, if 1 mile or
less:

* HRS Section Score: (Ref. )

3c. Land Use

Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:

Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2
.miles or less:

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 1
mile or less:

\

\4 /l,\’)%



4b.

5a.

5b.

Compound(s) with highest score:

No known compounds are available to migration.

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref. 1 )

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total amount of hazardous substance at the facility/site, excluding
those with a containment score of zero. (Give a reasonable estimate,
even if the quantity is above maximum.):

No known waste is available to surface water migration.

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity (must be documented

and not assumed):

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref. 1 )

* k * * k k %k %k *k %

TARGETS

Surface Water Uses

Use(s) of surface water within 3-miles downstream of the hazardous sub-
stance:

No natural surface water is used within two miles of the site and no
known hazardous wastes are available to migration.

-~

Is there tidal influence? Yes / No (circle one)

HRS Section Score: (Ref. 1 )

Distance to Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:
Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:
Distance to critical habitat of federal endangered species or national

wildlife refuge, if 1 mile or less:

HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref. 1

,\”/6
N



5c.

Population Served by Surface Water

Location(s) of water-supply intake(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing
bodies) or 1 mile (static bodies) downstream of the hazardous substance
and population served by each intake:

No known wastes are available to surface water. No natural surface
water is located within two miles of the site.

Compute land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and convert to
population (1.5 people per acre):

Total population served: O
Name and description of nearest above-cited water bodies:

Distance from probable point of entry to above-cited intakes (stream
miles):

HRS Section Score: 0  (Ref. 1,12,13,
15,16)

* k k k k k k *x Kk %



- Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years,
if 2 miles or less:

- Is a historic or landmark site (National Register of Historic Places
and National Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site:

HRS Section Score: (Ref. )




FIRE AND EXPLOSION

FIRE MARSHAL'S STATEMENT:

2a.

2b.

2cC.

2d.

This site poses no fire/explosive potential (Ref. 16).

CONTAINMENT

Hazardous substance present:

Type of containment, if applicable:

HRS Section Score:

*x k k k k Kk k * k% *k

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Direct Evidence

Type of Instrument and Measurement:

HRS Section Score:

Ignitability

Compound considered:

" HRS Section Score:

Reactivity

Most reactive compound:

HRS Section Score:

Incompatibility

Most incompatible pair of compounds:

HRS Section Score:

(Ref.

(Ref.

(Ref.

(Ref.

(Ref.

/\

4



- Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years,

if 2-miles or less:

- Is a historic or landmark site within view of the site?
Yes / No (circle one)

HRS Section Score: (Ref.
3e. Population Within 2-Mile Radius

HRS Section Score: (Ref.
3f. Buildings Within 2-Mile Radius

HRS Section Score: (Ref.




2e. Hazardous Waste Quantity

- Total quantity of hazardous substance(s) at the facility/site:

- Basis for estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

HRS Section Score: (Ref. )

* %k x k k %k k k k %

3. TARGETS
3a. Distance to Nearest Population

HRS Section Score: (Ref. )
3b. Distance to Nearest Building

HRS Section Score: (Ref. )

3c. Distance to Nearest Sensitive Environment

- Distance to wetlands:
- Distance to critical habitat:

_ HRS Section Score: (Ref. )

3d. Land Use

- Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:

- Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife refuge, if 2
‘miles or less:

- Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less:

- Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 1
mile or less:

[
A



DIRECT CONTACT

1. OBSERVED INCIDENT
la. Date, Location, and Pertinent Details of Incident
No observed incident reported. .
HRS Section Score: 0 (Ref. 1,15 )
* % k k k % *k *k %k X
2. ACCESSIBILITY
2a. Describe Type of Barrier(s)
Site is not fenced. However, the operator's residence is on site.
HRS Section Score: 1  (Ref. 17 )
* % %k k *k %k k %k k %
3. CONTAINMENT
3a. Type of Containment, if Applicable
The known hazardous waste is covered with three feet of soil, four mil
polyethylene sheeting, and capped with an additional two feet of soil.
HRS Section Score: O (Ref. 1 )
* k k * k *x *k %k %k %
4, WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

4a. Toxicity

- Compounds -evaluated:

Compound | Toxicity |

No compounds available for contact.

- Compound with highest score: (ﬂ

HRS Section Score: O (Ref. 1 )




5a.

5b.

* k X k* k k k * k% %

TARGETS
Population Within 1-mile Radius of Site

No combounds available for contact.

HRS Section Score: (Ref.

Distance to Critical Habitat (of Endangered Species)

HRS Section Score: (Ref.

* %k k k k k k Kk k Kk




ATTACHMENT 2

DRINKING WATER WELLS DATA SHEETS

Note: EPA List of Drinking Water Wells
Appears as page 4A of Attachment 1.
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILIL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: . 1.

Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes |

No. of permanent people served:

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes |

No. of acres:

Signed:
] No [ ]
] No [ ]

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: ' EPA: 3.0




Sec 59

Groundwater

Owner: Q"( :'Sg”gg_g

PASQO SANITARY LANDFILL

N
Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes |

No. of permanent people served:

Usage Information Sheet

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Signed:

No [ ]

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [

No. of acres:

No [ ]

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA: .8
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PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: /dl >/6’-nn¢>l

Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

Yes

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Signed:

Yes

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA L
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PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: "/:m Mdmﬁu Contact Date:
Phone No: Contact Made By:
Address:

Person Contacted: Signed:

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA: S ¥
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PASQOO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: I/anu L armev

Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Signed:
Yes ] No [ ]
Yes ] No [ ]

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: 2.8




S H#2¥
& A

PASQO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner : ia&.{,'puﬂub;k Lo e ;r'%px Contact Date: 7/,4/8¢
Phone No: 54 7 - 3/ 2 Contact Made By:_Z 4 )/t /y
address: \S, AING LA YC £

fhsco, Lo, 9930

i * . / N2
Person Contacted: Signed: ﬂ (11200 /
Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [S<] No [ ]
No. of permanent people served; QZ;? SO CC
Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [§<] No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments: -’/L':L-L c"‘,n.ZL L‘. L ERAAY N PRI (/ d it

N

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Esg}mate

Fo0.0

Q) - s ©

Actual: PEIPN, EPA: (U0 — 2.0
v

\:._{,_/;_, 7R ) ~— T P& o
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

YD
Owner: {\‘AAL:# . n<

Contact Date: 7/)16] CE
7 7

Phone No: U734 7 L/

Contact Made By: - A(\;n/'z@

pddress: Q 107 (= [ VIS

/@Asafo, L A

Pérson Contacted:

Signed: (/J{L EJLQA, /(_L/AZJU\

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

Comments:

Yes M] No [ ]

D

Yes [V No [ ]

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: e

EPA: /[
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PASQCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: Az}ah C‘nn&l'. (\D!}!\) [\/I‘-IL\JL“)

Phone No: LS - ) GIS

Address: Do,op . Jew s

@H Seq LCIA G924y

Person Contacted: [)pw) (!\)ny-e\l

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes

No. of permanent people served:

Contact Date: ’7// /8
4 /

Contact Made By:

{J}]o!\)e

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes

No. of acres:

Signed:
vl No
45
(1 No

[ ]

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: .7 EPA: o




S #* p- %
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: E{)rq &1 U,er/r" Lo . Contact Date: /7,/141/((?

-

Phone No: L9~ st/ Contact Made By: A2 (/1. . /L

Address: .99 FA=co 'f\/ahlbqu =d.
pA—s-A.\ (Ja_ 9520,

Person Contacted: %fr.'c,a DQ] N Signed: DL SR
' ]

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ‘/]/ No [ ]

No. of permanent people served: >

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ 1] No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
rd
Actual: /o EPA: J /.
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PASCOO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Wner: Rnnh Lt f% rfoe —ﬂ' - C.I I"{" ContaCt Date: ////‘i_,/rff

Phone No: 94 /— Y05 Contact Made By: / ,(/:’,,',f,,d
7 ; .

Address: j Sﬂ % g ' oé{(,wc/d

A F
I‘ \./, 7/ 3 -

Person Contacted: MpAaH N JALMlu e Signed: % Aot Y

J 7 7

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [V] No [ ]

4 —— %Z%( Z -—7.2
No. of permanent people served: T - 5D .W -

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [4 ] No [ ]
No. of acres: T 7ot
Comments:

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: i EPA: & O



1y

PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater

Owner: jjgfc [)e Vr{eé

Usage Information Sheet

Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Signed:
Yes ] No [ ]
Yes 1 No [ ]

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA /2
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. e
PASQOD SANITARY LANDFILL,
Groundwater Usage Information Sheet
Owner: :j; e F% Ln,a e 2. Contact Date:
Phone No: e -1 0 npn Contact Made By:

Address:__ s/ 42/ ‘f%sL-u "éﬁ/ﬁfus A,

—pﬂsc- o LJa 2430/

Person Contacted: Signed:

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irfigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of acres:

] . ! ) . .
Comments: Q/)i//a', ol Cepdtoet - /_/ Leardene o\

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: o .~ EPA:
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: G. IWKJQtigczf'z

Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

Yes

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Signed:

No [ 1

Yes

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA: 3. L




PASCO SANITARY LANDFILIL.

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: ~;'16H NSan) S Boxhaum

Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes |

No. of permanent people served:

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Signed:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes |

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA S 4




PASQOO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: armneyr Contact Date:
Phone No: Contact Made By:
Address:

Person Contacted: Signed:

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA: 9
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PASQCO SANITARY LANDFILIL,

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

ower:___[Nall

Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

1s well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Signed:
Yes [ ] No [ 1]
Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA: S F
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- PASOD SANITARY LANDFILIL.

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: (?unh{njkarh

Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Signed:
Yes [ ] No [ ]
Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA > £




PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL.

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: Qqqnl US S ER Contact Date:
Phone No: Contact Made By:
Address:

Person Contacted: Signed:

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ 1 No [ 1

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: 4 EPA: 25




PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

owner: YAe<t®v Farp SNervices Contact Date: 4;[22/450
Phone No: Sy - L9pn P Contact Made By:_ < ) eZesl
addressi__y5/  Niedrich Rd

T}Q'AAC D L/k)ﬁ TAERAW,
Person Contacted:<;2e4Ly__ (};L)Zﬁag Signed:(iézéchyp, <€ZC£2§;/;

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [+ No [ 1
No. of permanent people served: <<
Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No {1

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: 4/ EPA: eZ §/
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: Frppticv Machipery Contact Date: ’Z// i/fg

o we L/‘hér'l-y ,,4 -
J Contact Made By: /41 { /1720er £

Phone No: “,~\™) - (575 1

Address: Vo) e SN NE S

Ve \ 5 (xl(-lJJ(\\

A _ C . ~
Person Contacted: X/(‘ SOy (*]2 LE Signed: [ eI j"l (o
Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [.7] No [ ]
No. of permanent people served: D2
Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [X

No. of acres:

Comments: dsec‘ To i@Rf%aa‘e.. Fa'ehf (OJT ST.J’Dd)eC! .
SovopA\  yeaks Aro - s ol L{OmurfL e .
| X ° s

A fayeel roe L, (. LT

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

et —  Lo.0¢
Actual: Tz EPA: (444; /8 7<
\:f 750 P T




Note:

ATTACHMENT 3

IRRIGATION WELLS DATA SHEETS

EPA List of Irrigation Wells appears
as pages 4B-4D of Attachment 1.
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

owner: W, SVliddle for Contact Date: f,;/;)&/jf/

~

BRonatot 9/ o) Lrson - Kahls bus Rd. Contact Made By:

)
Address: {74 Sce CIA 9930y

P m«."L Lo il d

Person Contacted:f ivdae Middle i“‘ Signed: b\/ Dla Lp e
! {

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [*“T No [ ]

No. of permanent people served: (o

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ No [ ]
No. of acres: Yaars AN’
Comments:

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: A EPA: DS




Phone No: 547 - 3 (p 4

PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner : 5’2‘/‘2“-2 » MNuhd HWome & oK

Contact Date:

’/I//GI/-KF

Contact Made By: é i e Pz S

Address: \&. LI035 F. //() z(

fhsce, o, Q930

Person Contacted:

signess (/0011001 A0S

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served;

Is well used for Irx"igation?:

No. of acres:

Camments:

Yes [S<] No [ ]
Hel SLACCS

Yes [§<] No [ 1

_Lr-g ’[“-.I_L 1'. <

L,

i eald e
: 7

Vo
N

é.L(Ji" pXS

\

Actual: PN

Actual vs. EPA Es@t}mate

Drinking Water Users

Foo.p

/) -— ot L

epa: (O — <200
s

—r T l-’[_" -
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PASOO SANITARY LANDFILI.
Groundwater Usage Information Sheet
owner: (., P o C e neers Contact Date: 7/_;%/(0,7
7
Phone No: L LG =L/ Contact Made By: £ o), . =, ./

Address: . b v K 1 )a

/‘/ .
person Contacted:_ /L gne /e Trolner Signed: ‘6}’ {3/1 bV €
Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [T No [ 1]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes | A/)/ No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments: Cara Zeen Copees o,

g

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: < EPA: R




PASQO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: S';a ndard f’ L { (('Cl)é’\/r Aod) Contact Date: ?/e-?%/ £L
Phone No: Sy P- 195/ Contact Made By: & A0, 7z, .4
Address:\Sac,;.\s'a Wweda PAI&K J(Jr/

ﬂ)A SCe L\)ﬁ G a2ny

Person Contacted: f’(p 0 E) u/o/,nl} Signed: j,M/ P'[,, Aal €

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ¥

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No {

No. of acres:

Comments: L*_)q-}e_k Qiélh ‘f“\«f- river [ S USC”L(‘/ ‘i[\l"
‘p»rc NI el -,Lec-f,',;tj
1

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: - — EPA: / /25
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILI,

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

owner: £ N)asdel Contact Date: )3, ) EF
77

Phone No: ALy - 280/ Contact Made By: ./{34%4/-’;

Address: A )0 20 [Sax s4FE

!)Q‘? v L JA G430/

[

Person Contacted: /Y], . B la< el Signed: b)’ {\}, Y

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ “1T

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ 1 No [ 1
No. of acres: 190 (reses/
Comments:

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: — — EPA: 24 5L
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PASQO SANITARY LANDFILI.

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

——

Oowner: e A5}\j€\’, | rust Contact Date: ;;/&\5}/,(/
Phone No: Contact Made By: ﬁé 4(/:1ﬁﬁ.;g'\

Address:

Person Contacted: 7, /!EF F it

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes |

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [t/]/ No [ ]
No. of acres: =
Comments: DL var: Q/Q_,C/Ll ANt d Tt  JSO (LC,LM/
B '
"/
. V/ J) \/ZL--I'\K\I N ik g o jjlt— /—.1‘-11..*(‘
\ iy 7

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: -0 — EPA: — 0. TN
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PASQO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Contact Date: %Z 2/ /| £
Contact Made By: é 4 }[; ‘il

owner:_Ja. St D NR

Phone No: Lyn- 2109},

-Address:icgsgd b! Q:Egth‘ S:sas

Person Contacted: :Sbe ror SKimmel) Signed: b, QJq Al
1 !

(SQCPQ"‘AkyB

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ¢1 No [ ]

No. of permanent people served: PRy

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes ['/] No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments: -
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: .2, EPA: 2780
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62
PASCO SANITARY LANDFIILL.

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: C)l‘,‘\; ) C DA SCd (F%lr/‘(‘ + f?c:.) Contact Date: \j:/\f =25

Phone No: Lo . 2457 Contact Made By: £ D,et4,. /).

Address:__ s/ N 4 +A

pAﬁ(‘u (Ja 995307

Person Contacted: lwz'CK £ il san Signed: by Dloan e
—

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [+
No. of permanent people served: 12
Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ¢] No [ 1
No. of acres: yioi

Comments: St lmeomipes  _DEQ / 7[.'I/€ <l w1+ wgter ’Fr/- m (Zz.ﬂ
J
Ne other ws e

—_— 2 lr t]ﬂf'/'o/\) [ateér  neg gras<) eonly, a'r‘ ﬁéjng'lgt!‘
J(\j \. £ j \/ )’

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

n - b-co

) _ R a)

Actual: @) EPA: 7= - /&l
-

~ ’.{4./-._1 - - ~ l-—?'?l_/ 4‘{’ :
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e PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: é;/cjieb Contact Date:
Phone No: Contact Made By:
Address:
Person Contacted: Signed:
Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ |} No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA: /.5




PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner : Modd

Phone No:

Address:

Person Contacted:

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

Yes

Contact Date:

Contact Made By:

Signed:

Yes

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA: <. 0
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PASQOO SANITARY LANDFILL
Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

owner: /72)111;,,4 Contact Date:
Phone No: ‘ Contact Made By:
Address:
Person Contacted: Signed:
Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ 1

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: EPA: 0. 5
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PASQO SANITARY LANDFILL.

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

owmer: [rpntiev [Vachinery Contact Date: 7/ q/f¥

now’  Lipherty ,45 R
Contact Made By: 22‘ { 2:'2 Lt

Phone No: )~} ). (53|

address: -\"lb"W SRS 1tone S
l\'%\‘iﬁui . Y920l

Person Contacted: LXouo vy (SREf po signed: LA e L,‘Dﬂ 00n
Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ . ] No [ ]

No. of permanent people served: s

Is well used for Irfigation?: Yes [ ] No [>d

No. of acres:

Comments: (j.&(’cK To :TQRI\C%(J(T& F"f((( (OMT S'Ta’Dd)eC,(

QQGEM\ eARs  App - W onl ({Om(AT'. («1e .
- 0 oz

(1 toed nel\ £ Aot o

&

-~

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

(=1) — E0.00¢
. /' \\_.
Actual: X i EPA: (4@ /8 7<
-~ .
7 el
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL
Groundwater Usage Information Sheet
Owner: &')05(‘,1) SQ/) [ Tar \/ 1\51110' )(: /- Contact Date:

Phone No:___ 2y -4 fpe

Contact Made By:

Address:

Person Contacted:

signed:_ £ Az A}

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

Yes [#¢1] No [ ]

Yes [+ No [ ]

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: b EPA: 59.0
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

| . )
Owner: 7;/’1 A&. Sa "L(/)/CV{/’cé DQ\W‘Contact Date:
Phone No: 54 ¢ ¥«£9¢4 Contact Made By: t: ng’ it" e ‘

address: 3485 Se /// LQ . 2{4?9 Ke/(
Person Contacted: Q[, Q{\O m(w\(g% Signed:W W

is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [M
No. of permanent people served: [’)
Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [>(] No [ ]

No. of acres: Q X & ——6 “7’3)

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: O EPA: L/ 8

- - - - - - :
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PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL
Groundwater Usage Information Sheet
owner: . \se R bmace 2. Contact Date:
Phone No: e s-L LoD Contact Made By:

9 )
pddress: /oty Fosen -Kahletes RL
‘i?QSC‘GI (,b)A.‘?G\Sd/

Person Contacted: Signed:

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ 1] No [ ]

No. of acres:

- e 4 s _‘_-' i J . o ~
Comments:__ (ypuly pot Conteed = (7 residescex.a

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: =2 ¢ EPA: A
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PASOO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Rurc)ev\l

Contact Date:

Owner: R(“;

Phone No: e -/ f.f 0

?9496/405
Contact Made By: / . A[t)[_f.q/]rL-é-/L

Address:

Person Contacted: 7‘/\>47, LSy de Signed: ,é/y yol 2 n €
Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ 1]

No. of acres:

Comments:

;= N O cCell. f e

T/)Frc
3

I

Ch /u
/

L h e

4] ’m,L) /L' < (/

Actual: - —

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

EPA: (!
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

| o )
owner: Fragp)iw Co Leeig Dist Contact Date: _ 7/s4/ s
Phone No: T 1 = p SN ] Contact Made By: £ (). 2.,

Address: il . LA
d Axax-QT ( k)JQ G 3¢ j
Person Contacted: N, Xy, .8/ Signed:

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments: Iands in this _area
DEstrict No. 1 due to non-payment of I-rigation Assessments. The

Reclamation Co.) in 1917 at the time of the formation of the District.
i 1 ] t_area and

any well would have been drilled prior to that time and no informatior
is 1

"noted in the EPA printout of well locations.

FRANKLI I GATIO}- IS1RICS
&.—/c/-
Richard D. Brown, Secretary/Manage:

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: - — EPA: ), 5
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PASCQO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

[
Owner': S?"‘ Ahelt —No hinieo MNide.se . Contact Date: ’;/szf/

Phone No: SY D~ Y20 Contact Made By: £ mu}u /)

Address:___ wyso lt  E. Lewi<

JDAS)("L‘-‘ L\-)A L5738 ¢

Person Contacted: \—E[m P..r,\ L) Signed: by D),, pp) e
1 T

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ¢ No [ ]

No. of permanent people served: /.5

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [T No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments: (‘»L_‘.‘jl:.-z-l < \/éﬂ 10—

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: /5 EPA: /. 5
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

owmer: Reicenaer Contact Date: /o0 | £F

3 7 :
Phone No: 5171/) - P L Contact Made By: é 5‘ "": C‘Z‘—
Address: Poipp L. A St

/')4,._3/. CJ.« Vi AW,

Person Contacted: F/s /e Rez'sed\rje r Signed: }_)} _IDL,D ne

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ < No [ ]

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ 1 No [ 1]

No. of acres: —2 (ectes’

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: g9 EPA: 2 &
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFIILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

owner:__ M ann Contact Date: ZZJL// £L

Phone No: LY - P Contact Made By: £. .7 ,.4)

Address: S pZ L) (A_)e rne

)

Aoy L L)r'*'. GG

Person Contacted: (). £~ )aan Signed: ks, .DA by ) <
Y :

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [+

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ No [ ]
No. of acres: /L
Comments:

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: - — EPA: /5. /)
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PASQCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

—
owner: _\ohn<anl Contact Date: f{/;, RN

Phone No: LA = )] L Contact Made By: é /ffé[zm‘_

Address: (e )3 ,<f” =~ o d

. 4 )
(- (lfid 4220 LL)/I 3

Person C@acted: Genes i e :""‘ hneonn Signed: A‘ pﬂe‘nd
7 ) 7

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ 4 No [ 1]

No. of permanent people served: 7

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ 4+ No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: 47 EPA: pPo2<
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PASOO SANITARY LANDFILI.

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: Qu,e A-DY = /éu,cpf;r %xﬂ.‘;—/y{, Contact Date: ZMJ’
Phone No: (5? Z) 5Y 7 - 770 Contact Made By: £/ Ane e@}-wa

Address: S20 X t/{{ S A-ee /-

fasco, wA 7730/
Person Contacted: &S/ 72 T emr) Signed: M g},—u__,_.
Vd

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No [[/]/

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [V]/

No. of acres:

coments:_ e _well o oumusaite, f) parkis G i face

pr o
Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: - = EPA: ot




PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

~
Owner: Dc_ ~ 1 o A<y Contact Date: 125] 54
77

Phone No: 547- B33 7& Contact Made By: £ [3‘,;—@; /_)

Address: 720 RBox 76777
' [ Wa 993/

Person Contacted: 77’4 / % Cﬁ7,f@/?z. . Signed: %"W/ ;/ %/;/

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [)(] No [ 1
No. of permanent people served: P é« &
Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No [><]

No. of acres:

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: A EPA: </ S0
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

—
Owner: \Jacl-{ /Q/derSe N

Contact Date: 7/ 27 / ??

Phone No: &Y< 287

Address: /’{ /L[MAA ,Q{p

Contact Made By: ( ) :%gz Gé

Pogeo Ordl_

Person Contacted: N 'e AUV YO R Signed:

Is well used for Drinking Water?:

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?:

No. of acres:

bov, o bire
f

f
Yes ["/] No [ 1

IOW#Q/ qW

Yes [W] No [ 1]
5 6l go< P00 aned

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: 1O EPA: |G 20
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PASQO SANITARY LANDFILI.

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

owner: N F. . Contact Date:

Phone No:_ GG 7 — 2> Contact Made By:

Address: J?()q‘ A/ ]4\{({'\

-2 ST

Person Contacted;—ax\_ S‘f&«-—\ Signed: ,{QA—\_A S’(AB—V\

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ ] No

No. of permanent people served:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [ ] No

No. of acres: S

(.

[

(T

Comments:
Drinking Water Users
Actual vs. EPA Estimate
Actual: -6 - EPA: Jr g A
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PASCO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

— ~
Owner: /!'ngds e g.‘n{umé[i [ ast Contact Date:

Phone No: KL - 22 L

Address:__s/p 2 |4). S\ilues/‘er

_!‘:)A"\cjlr lA.)A 99207

'//
Person Contacted: ,, s "/[,-—,\QEDL-
!

-

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes

No. of permanent people served:

Contact Made By:

Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes

No. of acres:

Signed:
# Fa
[T No [ ]
o Lo
(T No [ ]

Comments:

é\GQ #f é_ip) <2 Mu«.vz_)

Swdﬂ';’)/ @) 56) ey 2 /iWﬁLM>

T3S (Ey) e Qrephte
S, 27 (A 1)

;- f—qu?lf'.s SR 7 oLt

Z 'L/\/l/. 1&«:7 'Q [’ /

]
L.'L-\,tjo_.tt.‘a /7¢
(

—pre A/L’P‘a’\ZCQ

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

& Tl EER S0 0

@ -e- % oz o

&« "0 AR
ACtual: @\ -0— EPA: G
@ o CANNEEYy
\\__/"‘ ’/ /f 0 // 4?/' S
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PASQO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: gur}.'nj Torny Northern! Contact Date:;ﬁ?_g_ﬁ'iﬂ_g

Phone No: &£« 5~ /.00 Contact Made By:_ & A .z, .4

Address: /9293 LJ S‘ DireacZe

2300 7, G 930/
Person Contacted: . (¥~ U J)niLley Signed: k%
vi _
Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ +] No [+
No. of perménent people served: 2,7
Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [+] No [ ]

No. of acres:

Comments:__ N¢.. FL:? 710 bcuevum Lo S99 Qcduan )
AN L0 joceps < Ctic i) LIl Qedra
S‘A;J /32 Z@QML (d L) 2 fgues ) II0  acie.)
ele i Perps D prgac e ) DI pobsinl
&‘/J o2 Sk DD“(F““‘ ¥ c.,“,;a,_,) 2EO  cectear
(S weks)

N —F20 C./,,M

—_ "‘L(_\, C/(/"(_,CA-—
See #2s e / /

k)-"-'(_ ﬁt(”f‘ . d-Lp(,ﬁl

I3 { /0/ 77 I~ 1S (W Xy O/dofk i 7/-4“‘_/
7

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Actual: 4 ‘ EPA: 72039 N
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PASQOO SANITARY LANDFILL

Groundwater Usage Information Sheet

Owner: f\}q ro 1d C o X Contact Date: 7/&:/17//
Phone No: L4 g - LELN Contact Made By: _£. Aﬂu;}i&;L

Mdress:_ ggd £ Joster Wene R

E‘DA&\(‘.ﬁa VA g9 30/

I3
Person Contacted: 7'Ja reold (,' DX Signed: /Qu ohon e
! I

Is well used for Drinking Water?: Yes [ -1 No [ ]

No. of permanent people served: NI ,
v
Is well used for Irrigation?: Yes [4] No [ ]
No. of acres: S ONED
Comments:

Drinking Water Users

Actual vs. EPA Estimate

Seo ™ 9 — P2 0
Actual: X EPA: Sco + 0 — o3 O
\ja_)‘,.z = \:j’-/?-’ - /EGG. 4



ATTACHMENT 4
FRANKLIN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT LETTER




FRANKILEIN COUNTY

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

ROBERT H. BOOTHE, Planning Director (509)545-3521
1016 North Fourth, Pasco, Washington 99301

July 25, 1988

Larry Dietrich
1040 Merry Lane
Pasco, WA 99301

RE: Addressed Structures
Dear Mr. Dietrich:

As per our conversation of July 22, 1988, this letter is written to verify
that, based on the address maps maintained in the Franklin County Plan-
ning Department office, there are 40 addresses which have been assigned
to various structures lying north of SR 12/395 in Township 9 North, Range

30 EWM, and lying outside the corporate limits of the City of Pasco.

Please be advised that these addresses have been assigned to residential,
commercial and industrial structures. Some structures assigned addresses

are not habitable buildings; e.g. potato sheds.

If vou have any questions, please contact this office.

Sincerely,

Rabak . Ruttls—

Robert H. Boothe, Director
Franklin County Planning Department

ce: File



